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SENATOR V. JOHNSON: Mr. Speaker, members of the Legislature, I
regard this moment as one of the high points of being a s t a t e
senator. This is one of those kinds of moments that makes me
grateful to have the opportunity to be here, and I'm sure t h at
you are e qually as grateful to be here, because this isone of
those times when yo u and I are called on c ollectively t o
exercise the ver y best judgment that we can exercise. We are
being asked, without the check of the Governor's office, without
the veto potential of the Governor' s office, t o se n d to the
people an ame ndment to the Nebr aska Co nstitution which, if
adopted by the people, will alter forever, or at least u n til a
successor constitutional amendment, uniformity provisions in our
Constitution which c u rrently require one piece of property to
carry values that correlate with another piece of property. I
believe to the marrow of my bone that LR 249, if sent before the
public and if app roved b y the public, will permit us to take
action which our forebears would never have approved, and that
action very si mply is to allow one class of property to be
t reated su bstantially d i f ferently f rom ano ther c las s of
property, in this case the class of property is agricultural
p rope r t y . As Sen at o r W ar n e r h as s o capably pointed o ut , not
only will we in the future be ab le to treat agricultural
property differently from other property, but we can also t r ea t
within ag ricultural property one kind differently from anothe r
kind of property. I know in here that many of you are terribly
anxious abo ut su rre ndering t h e income meth od o f v alu ing
a gricultural property. I can guarantee you, as I stan d her e ,
you do not nee d to su r re nder th e inc ome method of valuing
agricultural property i n the absenc e of this propos ed
constitutional amendment. Our Constitution currently allows an
income valuation of agricultural property, it currently allows
that, the results simply hav e to be correlatable o other
results. What you lose in this amendment, what the public loses
and what we lose in this amendment is we lose a u n iform sy stem
of valuing and taxing all property, and we start once again down
a path t hat can ultimately lead to property tax ruin. Now we,
t his summer and fall, will work in the Revenue Committee and i n
the Education C ommittee and in the Tax Stu dy Committee on
p roperty taxes, school finance an d equitable di stribution o f
state a id. I am o f the opinion that we ultimately will arrive
a t results that, if adopted by this Legislature and approved b y
the Governor, v ill rel ieve some rural property tax stress and
obviate some of the kind of anxieties that you might feel inside
to support LR 249. But I tell you if this issue g ets on the
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